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Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which 
papers have been placed of record in the file. 

Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1 : The step of " crushing the rice grains" is unclear because it is not known if 

the grains are crushed while they are in the water, or after the water is drained or at 

some other time. The same problem is noted with the " penetrating step"; is the 

trehalose or maltitol added to the soaking water or what?. How is the penetrating done? 

It is not clear what processing is encompassed by the term " penetrating". Line 7, the 

phrase " the resulting rice grains" does not have antecedent basis. 

In claim 3, the terms " roughly crushing" is indefinite because it is not known what would 

be considered as " roughly crushing". Also, the recitation of " said unpolished rice 

grains and said polished rice grains" does not have antecedent basis because claim 1 

has not set forth that the rice grains are unpolished or polished. 

In claim 6, the term " the moisture content" does not have antecedent basis. 

In claim 10, the term " premixed flour" is indefinite because it is not known if the rice 

flour is mixed with some additive or the rice flour is mixed with other flour or what. 

In claim 12, the terms " roughly crushing" has the same problem as claim 3. 

Claim 15 has the same problem as claim 6. 
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Claim 18 is vague and indefinite because it is not clear what is intended. The claim 
recites " rice flour obtainable by the process of claim 17"; but, claim 17 does not recite a 
process for obtaining rice flour. 
Claim 19 has the same problem as claim 10. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1 -20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Morohashi et al. ( Jp 2000-175636) in view of Nakamura et al. 

Morohashi et al disclose a process for producing rice flour to be used in 
processed food. The process comprises the steps of immersing rice in solution 
containing organic acids, dehydrating the immersed rice, milling and drying the rice to 
obtain the rice flour. The rice used includes unpolished rice and polished rice. 

Morohashi et al do not disclose the steps of crushing the rice grains, penetrating 
with trehalose or maltitol and the amount used, the moisture content of the rice, sieving 
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to give the particle size as claimed, bakery products or noodles containing the rice flour 
and a premixed flour comprising the rice flour. 

Nakamura et al teach soaking rice grains with many additives including 
trehalose. ( see column 4 lines 9-45) 

Morohashi et al teach soaking with additives such as organic acids. It would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art to add trehalose as additional additves 
because Nakamura et al teach such additive is known to be added to rice during 
soaking. One would have been motivated to add trehalose when desiring a sweet taste 
because it is a saccharide. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to crush 
the grains to open the surface which will facilitate the absorbance of the additives into 
the rice grains. Such step is logical reasoning which would have been within the 
determination of one skilled in the art. It would have been obvious to use powder or 
solution depending on availability and convenience. It would have been obvious to vary 
the amount depending on the properties wanted. For example, it would have been 
obvious to use a large a amount if a very sweet taste is desired. It would have been 
obvious to sieve the flour to any desired particle size depending on the type of flour 
wanted and the intended use. It would have been obvious to use the rice flour in bakery 
products or noodles because many types of baked products and noodles are made of 
rice flour solely or partially. It would have been obvious to make a premixed for ease of 
consumption. Such concept is well known in the art; for instance, there are many 
premixed flours for cakes, cookies, pancake, bread etc.. It would have been obvious to 



Application/Control Number: 10/535,255 Page 5 

Art Unit: 1794 

dry the rice to a moisture content that will give shelf stability. Such factor can readily be 
determined by one skilled in the art. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Lien T. Tran whose telephone number is 571-272-1408. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Milton Cano can be reached on 571-272-1398. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

June 22, 2008 

/Lien T Tran/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1794 
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